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INTRODUCTION

- From the more than 200 studieallof the determinants of the educational

career orientations of high school age adolescents has emerged strong empirical

support for the following four generalizationgz

The proportion of adolescents expressing an expectation to enroll in a
four year college or university wvaries:

1.
2.

3.

b,

Positively with social statusz

Positively with educational attainment of the parent3

-

Positively with the intensity'of parental educational pressure,
stress, or influence

Negatively with size of family5

The fact that these variables are all intercorrelated, however, poses a

crucial problem of interpretation. That problem is: are these four predictor

variables independently associated with educational expectations, or is one or

more of the zero order associations an artifact of the common relation of

educational expectations and any one of them to one or more of the other three?

Consider, for example, the negative relationship between educational or

occupational career orientations and family size reported by Halsey and

Gardnmr,ﬁ

Lipset and Bendix,7 and others. Assuming that the varirbles social

status, parental education, and parental pressure each make a positive and an

independent contribution to educational expectations, then might not the inverse

assoclation of educational expectations and family size be an artifact of the

tendency of the lower status, the less well educated, both of whom tend gnot

to exert high educatiocnal pressure, to have lapger families? Should such be

the case, then a control for social status, parental educational attaimment,

and parental educational pressure shculd significantiy reduce or even eliminate

the inverse relation between educational expectations and Zamily size.
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Or, consider the almost universally reported positive relation between
educational expectations and social status. Could it not be that this variable
makes much less of an independent contribution to the dependent variable than is
often assumed? That 1s, might not much of the zero order relation be attributed
to the tendency of higher status parents to be better educated, to exert higher
educational presgsure, and to have smaller families, than lower stafﬁa parenta?
Some support for at least part of this interpretation comes from Bordua's study
of college plans in which he concludes on the basis of partial correlation
analysis that:

the eocial status differences in college plans are considerably but

not entirely accounted for by the associated differemces in parental

stress on college whereas the reverse is mot true.d

In the analyses which follow a series of third order partials are used to
qyaluate the association of each of the four predictor variables with the
dependent varisble. If the original zero order association completely disappears
we shall conclude that the bivariate relationship is an artifact of the relatioc-
ship of educational expectations with one or more of the other independent
variables which 1s (are) in tuin related to the particular independent variable
under analysis. If the association of the predictor variable with the dependent
variable is reduced but not eliminated we shall conclude that the predictor
variable is ‘ndependently associated with educational expectations but that some
of its zero order relation is accounted for by its intercorrelation with one or
more of the remaining three.

Although further theoretical considerations are postponed until the data

have been presented, the. following hypotheses, derived from previous research,

are preosented:
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3.

I. The proportion of adolescents expressing an intention to enroll in
a four year college or university varies:

A. Posgitively with social status

B. Positively with parental educational attainment

C. Positively with intensity of parental educational pressure
P. Negatively with size of the family

IZ. Each of these associations persist when all three other variables are
statistically controlled.

ITI. All four predictor variables are intercorrelated as follows:
A. Parental educational attainment varies positively with social
status
B. Family size varies inversely with soclial status
C. Family size varies inversely with parental educational attainment
D. Parental educational pressure varies positively with social status
E. Parental educational pressure varies positively with parental

educational attaimment
F. Parental educational pressure varies inversely with family size.

RESEARCH DESIGN

The data for this study are taken from the first wave, male segment, of a
longitudinal penel study of adolescent educational and occupational expectations
and aspirations. The subjects for the panel study were the 6000 male and female
students who were enrolled as sophomores in the spring of 1963 in all public and
parochial schools in eix middle-size (populaticn 50,000 to 100,000) Pennsylvania
cities. The first collection of data occurred during the sophomore year, the
second during the senior year.

A carefully pretested career orientation questionnaire was administered to
the subjects during a 55 minute period of the school day. The author or a
competent associate was present during all administrations. The data for this
paper are from the questionnaire responses of 2852 male subjects representing
93.6Z of ell male sophomores surveyed. Six point four percent of the question-

naires did not contain information adequate for a sccial status classification




4.
(occupation of the father or other head of household) of the respondent and thus
have not been included in the tabulations presented below.

To measure social status the Hollingsheadlseven category occupational rating
acaleg was used, each respondent being scored according to the occupation of his
father. To ensure statistically stable cell entries these seven categories
have been dichotomized into White Collar (ﬁgtegoriea 1 - 4) and Bluye Collar
(categories 5 - 7) for all third order partials. Parental education was measured
with the Hollingshead seven category educational rating scale,lo each respondent
being scored according to the education of his father. This scale has been
trichotomized for all third order partials into 13 or more years (categories
1 - 3), 12 years (catepgory 4), and 11 or less years (category 5 - 7) of education.
Although the author would have preferred to use educzation of the methe; as well
as education of the father as an indicator of parental education, the additional
nunber of classifications would have seriously impaired the stability of the
cell entries.

Parental educational pressure was measured by asking each respondent to
indicate how often each parent urges him to continue his education beyond high
school. Four response categories were provided: (1) Never, (2} Sometimes,

(3) often, and (4) COnstantly.ll Ordinal ratings of 1 - 4 were assigned for

4 each parent and summed for both parents thus resulting in a scale range of 2
(lowest intensity) to 8 (highest intensity). A factor of 1 was subtracted from
the summated rating, vielding a scale range from 1 to 7. FPor all third order
partials parental pressure has been dichotomized into low intensity (1 - 4) and
high intensity (5 ~ 7).

Family size was measured by having the respondent indicate the number of

brothers and sisters. For all third order partials family size has been dicho-
tomized into small family (1 - 3 children) and large family (4 or more

children).

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.




Educational expectations (the reslistic dimension of an educational caresr

orientation as opposed to an aspirvation which 1s conceived of as the idealistic

dimension} were measured with this item:l?

CONSIDERING your abilities, grades, financial resources, etc., how far do
you sctually EXPECT T0 go in school?

1. ___ 10th or 1lth grade

2. ____ Graduate from high school

3. _.__ Trade, technical, or business school

4. ____ Nursing school

5. ___ Two years of college

6. ____ Four years of college

7. ___ Graduate or professicnal school

Regponse categories "6 and 7" are scored as 16 or more years, "3, 4, 5 as

14 yeaxs, "2" as 12 years, and "1" as 1l or less years of education.

ZERO ORDER ASSOCIATIONS: PREDICTOR AND
DEPENDENT VARIABLES

Table 1 and Graph 1 present the association between ecducational expectations
and social status. At the basz of the percentage display is the value of'ggggg,la
& meagure of the degree of association which is appropriate for non-parametric
data and which provides an estimate of the proportional reduction in“the error of
estimat:loﬁ.l4 From an inspection of the table and graph it can be seer that the
proportion of respondents expressing a college expectation varies positively and
monotonically with status, ranging from 202 for sons of unskilled workers to 842

for sons of major executives and professionais. The degree of association, .502, .

is fairly high for sociological survey data.

Table 1 and Graph 1 about herve .

The association between educetional expectations and father's education ie
stioun in Table 2 and Graph 2. The relationship is positive and monotonic,

ranging from 24% expressing a college expectation whem the father has less than




RERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

6.
seven years of schooling to 79% when the father has a graduate education. And,

the gamma of .427 indicates a fairly strong relationship.

Table 2 and Graph 2 about here

Table 3 and Graph 3 display the relationship between educational expecta-
tions and parental educational pressure. The data range monotonically from
13% expressing an expectation at the lowest pressure level to 64% at the highest
pressure level. Of some interest is the gamma value of .606 indicating that of
the four predictor variables parental pressure has the highest zero order

correlation with educational expectations.

Table 3 and Graph 3 about here

The association between educational expectations and family size is 1llus-
trated in Table 4 and Graph 4. The pattern indicates a generally monetonic
inverse relationship ranging from 9% expressing a college expectation for
respondents from families of 9 or more children to 47% for respondents who are
only children. Interestingly, no percentage difference appears between only
children and children with one sibling. The gamma value of -.257 reveals that
of the four independent variables, family size has the weakest zero order

assoclation with educational expectations.

Table 4 and Graph 4 about here

The data thus confirm Hypotheses I A - D which assert that pareﬁtal educa-
tion, social status, and parental pressure are positively, femily size nega-

tively, associated with educational expectations.
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7.

INTERCORRELATIONS AMONG THE PREDLCTOR VARIABLES

Table 5 displays in percentage 7orm the relatiounship of each predictor
variable with the other.  These intercorrelaticne are surmarized in the gamma
matrix of Table 6. As would be expected, the highest association is between
soclal status and education of the father, gamma = .€23. Of some surprise to
the author are the rather low associations between family size and social
status (-.185) and between family esize and education of the father (-.085).
0f importance, however, are the moderately strong associations beﬁween social
status and parental preéaure (.380), family size and parennal'presaure (~.285),

and parental education and parental pressure (.282).

Tables 5 and 6 about here

Hypotheses III A - F, which assert that the predictor variables are inter-
correlated, are thus confirmed, with the one possible exception of the assoc-

iation between family size and education of the father.

THIRD ORDER ASSOCIATIONS

This section of the paper consists of a series of third order partials
whose results facilitate the testing of hypothesis III: namely, that all zero
order associations persist even though three test factors are statistically
controlled. |

One approach‘to such an analysis is via partial correlation. Considering
the non-parametric characteristics of these survey data, i.e.; non-normal and
non-metric, prudence cautions against the use of this parametric technique.
A second approzch is via the tabular elaboration of partials as suggested by
Hymanals A severe limitation of this method is that with four predictor

variables, thre: of which are to be test variables ia each of the four
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partialling operations, the number of sub~tables produced would render it
difficult if not impossible to state whether the degree of assoclation had
been reduced, to say nothing of stipulating the extent to which it has been
reduced. |

A way out of this dilemma 1s provided by Rosenberg's tust factor standar-
dization.16 With this technique the effect of the test variable(s) is held
constant by providing each category of the independent variable with an equal
distribution of the test variable(s), and computing a theoretical table showing
what the percentage distribution among categories of the dependent variable
would be if there were no association between the independent and the test
vntiablea.l7 By multiplying the grand N of the standardized table by the
percentages in each cell, a frequency table can be calculated. From such a
standardized frequency table any measure of the degree of association for
contingency tables can be computed, such a "partial" measure indicating the
relationship between the independent and dependent variables with the effects
of the test factors controlled.

Under the "Zero Order" column of Table 7 can be seen the bivariate assoc~

iation of educational expectations and social status. Table 8 displays the

conventional partial sub-tables for this relationship, with education of father,
family size, and parental pressure as test factors. It will be noted that
although the degree of association i1s reduced by about fifty per ceamt from
.520 to .280 the relationship still remains, indicating that social status

does exert an independent effect on educational expectations.

Tables 7 and 8 about here
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Reference to the intercorrelations in Table 5 suggests that this difference
can be attributed primarily to the tendency of the higher status fathers to be
better educated {gamma: status and education = .623); secondarily to the .
tendency of higher status parents to exert more intense prassure on their sons
to pursue a post high school education (gamma: status and parental pressure =
.380), and, finally, to the fact that the better educated alsc exert higher
pressure on their sons than do the less well educated (gamma: parental education
and parental pressure = .282). Little of the difference between the zero and
third order coefficients would seem due to family size inasmuch as this variable
correlates only weakly with so;ial status, i.e., gamma = -.188.

Table 7 and 9 display the data for the association between educational
expectations and parental educatioﬁ. As can be observed in Table 7, while this
association is approximately halved by the three test factors (respective gaommas
of .427 and .250), parental education still retains its position as an indepen-
dent oredictor of the dependent variable. The intercorrelation gammas in Table
5 indicate that much of the difference betweeu the zero and third order assoc-
iations results from better educated fathers occupying higher status positions
(gamma: status and parental education = .623), while some of the difference is ‘;;
probably due to the tendency of the better educated parents to exert more pres-
sure on their children than the less well educated parents (gamma: parental
education and parental pressure = .282). Contributing also to this difference
16 the positive association between social status and parental pressure (gamma =
.380). The almost negligible association between parental education and family
size, -.055, suggests that almost none of the difference is a function of the

negative association of parental education with family size.

Table 9 about here
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The two more interesting partials are those of family size and parental
educational pressure.. Tables 7 and 10 display the appropriate data for family
gize. While the third order association (-.131) is almost exactly half of the
zero order assoclation (-.257), we would assert that the magnitude of the third
order gamma is sufficient tc establish family size as an independent determinant
of adolescent educational expectations. Reference to the intercorrelations in
Table 5 reveals that this reduction in association can be traced first to the
pattern of parents in smaller families exerting higher pressure (gpamma: family
size and parental pressure = -.285) and secondly to the negative relationship

between family size and soclal status (gamma = -,.188).

Table 10 about here

The relevant data for the parental pressure variable are shown in Tables
7 and 11. The minimum reduction in the third order gamma of 1l percentage
points (from .606 to .498) suggests that of the four predictor variables, this
variasble makes the largest contribution to the explamation of the variance in

adolescent educational expectations.

Table 11 about here

i The third order gamma of .180 (educational expectations and social status),
supplemented with a visual inspection of the White and Blue Collar comtrol
categories in Table 11 with parental education and family size held constant
indicates, contrary to Bordua's finding, that parental pressure does not all
but wash out the efféct of social status. Thus, for example, Table 11 shows
that of those reporting high parental pressure, 82% of the respondents under
the "White Collar, 13+ yrs., Small Family" condition expressed college expecta-

tions compared with only 52% under the "Blue Collar, 13+ yrs., Small Family"

ERIC

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.
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condition. The respective percentages for the low pressure category are 58 and
32. Similar social status differences can be observed under virtually all of
the levels of the test factors.

In brief, Tables 7 through 11 demonstrate that although the four independent
variables are intercorrelated, none of the zero ovder associations can be
attributed entirely to the fact of their intercorrelation, thus confirming
Hypothesis III that each all zero order association persists when the three

other appropriate variables are statistically controlled.

DISCUSSION
Given the datum that each of the four predictor variables remains independ-
ently correlated with the dependent variable at the third order level of assoc-
iation, it becomes possible to construct a preliminary causal medel (see Figure 1)

indicating how each of these four variables is related to adolescent educational

expectations.

Figure 1 about here

Ingsmuch as education often constitutes a necessary cdndition for the
acquisition of an occupation and is most often acquired prior to an occupation,
and since social status has been méasured with an occupational referent, paternal
education would seem to be the first variable in a causal sequence with soclal
status the second. The third major variable in the sequence is parental educa-
tional pressure, with its intensity being partially determined, as the inter-
correlation gammas of Tables 5 and 6 suggest, by paternal education and social
atatus.

This model, we would assert, has both logical and empirical substance.

Logical, because one could not seriously argue that parental pressuze precedes



either the education of the father or the soclal status of the family nor that
the social status of the family precedes the breadwinne¥'a educational attain-
ment. Empirical, because as Blalock18 and others have observed, in any chain
of causal sequence the zero-order correlations of the dependent variable with
the predictor variables will vary inversely with the "causal" diatanée of the
particular independent variable from the dependent variable. The zero order
gammas of these three independent variables with educational expectations are
consistent with this assertion, i.e., educational expectations with: ~ (1)
paternal education = .427; (2) social status = .502; and with parental pres-

sure = .606.

This model, however, is not adequate to encompass the variable of family
size since its zero-order association with educational expectations of =-.257
would place it antecedent to paternal education, social status, and parental
pressure. Clearly such a causal location is theoretically untenable.

Provisionally, however, we will revise the model and suggest that:

(1) family size 1s a partial comsequent of paternal education and gocial
status; (2) family size bears only a weak intrinsic relationship to the depend-
ent variable, and (3) the consequences of family size on the level of educa-

tional expectation both precede and follow parental pressure in the causal

sequence. That is, with respect to #3, we suggest that: (a) family eize
serves to reduce the amount of educational pressure the parents exert on the
adolescent, i.e., the larger the family the less often is the adolescent urged
to continue his education beyond high school; and that for reasons knowledge
of which is beyond the scope of this paper, (b) family size serves to reduce
the effectiveness of, to filter, as it were, any given level of parental
pressure that is exerted. Tables 12 and 15 portray empirical data in support

of these assertions. At the base of Table 12 it can be seen that while 64X
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of the R's from small families report a high intensity of parental pressure, .
cenly 46X of the R's from large families report the same pressure intensity.
The pattern for low pressure is just the reverse. When this relationship is
examined with a control for social status the same pattern is found in all
stratae except the Upper Middle (X and II), indicating a degree of statistical
interaction that merits additional study. Thus, as stated, the larger the

family the lower the intensity of pressure exerted.

Tables 12 and 13 about here

In Table 13 are the data relevant to the proposition that family eize
gerves to rzduce the effectiveness of, to filter the impact of, parental
educational pressure. At the base of the table it can be seen that high <
pressure is most effective when exerted in emall-size families (59% of the ‘1
R's reporting college expectations) and least effective when exerted ia
large-size families (43% of the R's reporting college expectations). As
the remainder of the table illustrates, this relationship is not removed
by a control for social status. e

Having linked the variables together sequentially in a provisional
causal model, let us proceed, in conclusion, to link the variables together
in a meaningful or interpretative fashion.

As the intercorrelation matrix of Table 6 shows, both parental educa-
tion and soclal status are positively linked to the educational expeciations
of the adolescent. %e would understand this relationship by suggesting that
as the parents acquire their education, the husband his occupation, and hence
the family its social status, there is on ongeing process of socializaticn

during which the parents internalize certain social values and goals relevant

to the potential achievement and social mobility of the offspring. The ;}
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substance of these poals and values is largely a function of the level of educa-
tion, occupation, and status atiained. For, as a nunber of researchers have
shown, those who are better educated, who hold che wore prestigeful occupations,
who occupy the middle strata, generally have moxe positive values toward educa-
tion, achievement, and social_mobility, and usually set higher career goals for ~:f
their offlpring.lg There are, of course, some important exceptions to this |
general ehenio.zo

These goals and values can be manifestéd in the gsocialization of the child-
ren in a number of ways. On such important manifestiation suggested by the ;
data takes the form of parental educational pressure. This variable, we sus- |
pect, constitutes one of the primary behavioral manifestations of a general
parental valve orientation toward education, achievement, and social mobility.
That this valve orientation is general, i.e., that it extends bayond the sphere
of an educational career as such, is implied in the data of Table 14 wherein it
can be seen that the intensity of pareatal pressure is positively related not
only to the educational expectations of the adolescent but to his occupational
expectations as well. Parental presaure thus functions as a mechanism which
links the social structure to the individual. It is a vehicle whereby the
parents translate their achievement and mobility values into a role expectation
comprehensible by the adolescent, i.e., the expectation that he is to continue
his education beyond high school. And, as the data suggest, the more frequently

such an expectation is conveyed, the more likely is the adolescent to internal-

ize it as his own.

Table 14 about here

Finally, the strong association of parental pressure with educational

expectations provides additional support for those theorists who assign primacy
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to direct family socialization vather than to anticipatory peer socialization

in the formation and maintenance of adolescent career orientations. Further-

21

more, while Kahl,”™™ Floud and associates,zz and others have asserted that

lower status adolescents are more likely to pursue a post high school education
if their parents urge them to do so, the data presented above suggest that

parental support in the form of etress or pressure is a necessary condition
i
for the continuation of education beyond high school in all strata and not

just in the lower classes.

Of course, the data definitely indicate that parental education and social
status have linkages to adolescent educational expectations independent of
parental educational preesure. The scope of this study does not permit an
empirical specification of these other linkages. We may speculate, . ywever,
that among these other linkages are:

1. The type of socialization practices the parents empioy; i.e.,
direct or physical vs. indirect or psychological. These
practices have been associated with a general achievement
motivation syndrome by Rosen,23 Elder,4%4 and others.

2. The general "cultural" tone of the home milieu, i.e., the
exteunt to which there are books, magazines, records, and
other such ''cultural" artifacts present in the home.

3. The ecological location of the home in the community, and
hence:

a. The social characteristics of the adults and age-mates
with whom the child or adolescent will have contact
and from among whom he will select his friends, peers,
and significant others.25

b. The social composition of the public school he will
attend, 1.e., an adolescent living in a working class
district is more likely to attend a predominantly
working class gchool while an adolescent living in a
middle class district is more likely to attend a pre-
dominantly middle class school.26

&, The amount of family financial support available to the
adolescent for the pursuit of a post high school education.
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We have suggested in the model, and the data have been consistent with

that suggestion, that family size reduces both the intensity of parental pres-
sure and the effectiveness of any given intemsity level of pressure. To ansver
the question of precisely why the intensity of pressure varies inversely wi%h
family size is beyond the purview of this paper. We may conjecture, however,
that perhaps it is because as the number of children increases the amount of
interaction time each parent has for each child diminishes and consequently
the parent has less opportunity to exert any form of educational pressure.
Perhaps, too, as family size increases older children are appointed parental ),
surrogates and for one reason or another they do not convey parental values to
the younger children as well as would the parents themselves. The question of
why any given level of pressure seems to be less effective in larger families
is a far more difficult one to answer and one about which the author does feel
ungble even to conjecture about at this time.
SUMMARY y

With data collected from 3000 male sophomores in six middle-size Pennsyl- ":
vania cities this paper has analyzed thz relationship to adolescent educational
expectations of father's education, social status, parental educatioral pres-
sure, and family size. Uaing'Rosenberg's test factor standardization technique
of non-parametric tabular partial analysis, it was concluded that each of these
four predictor variables remains indeperdently associated with the dependent
variable when the appropriate other three are statistically controlled.

On the basis of this anslysis of partials a provisional model of causal

sequence was comstructed. The model posits that paternal education is a

partial determinant of the social status of the family, that both paternal
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education and social status influence adolescent educational expectations

thrcugh the intervening variable of parantal pressure and independently of

it, and that family size somehow reduces both the frequency with which the
parents urge their children to continue their education beyond high school
and the effectivenss of any given frequency level of paremntal educational

pressure.
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Unskilled Beployees 20 21 51 6 2 100 (254)
| __ Gama = 50200 ‘

;mimw | 39 2 3 2 1 :m (a2

» ...J,ﬁ: 9 5. " -‘,A\_,‘- 7- " ‘:u.g‘.;. i o e i - ‘. = AA: oo ” . : “—V " ey ;

i i et

- aﬁceupatiﬁﬁ of fa%her is elmaiﬁed a@mi-ding te *bm maupatiaml eategory

. gystem of ﬁﬁllihgﬁh&ﬂd'ﬁ Two Factor Index of Social P sition, See August B.
~ Hollingshead The Two ’ffctmrm Iwiex.ﬁ £ ;:aﬁaﬁml "iPmai‘biﬁ 1y N6 Havam szla,
1957 (mimeod)e = EE

. ‘f’Ga:m cmguta& with i:ﬁepend&nt variabm &iﬁh@tmiﬁeﬂ m@ White G@lla@ and

Plue Collar and with dependent variable containing Iew‘ts 16, m 32 ma 1 ?
- bub with the ! Yo Responses exclude D 5
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TABLE 2 XDUCATIONAL EXPECTATIONS, BY EDICATION OF FAT'ER®
(in percentages)

Educational Expectations
o (in yoars) I
16+ U 12 11~ N.R. Total Sm

Graduate or Profossional 3
Training 79 9 8 2 1 99  (95)

Standard College or ,, | ” ) .
University Oraduation 65 18 15 1 1 100 (188)

Partial College Training , ) | »
(includes technical 61 22 15 o 1 99  (200)
schools, stc.) |

High School Graduates 3 23 33 1 0 100 (942)

Partial High School 26 24 4 3 1 100 (600)

Junior High School 27 23 47 2 1 100 (340)

Less than Seven ‘!‘ma 3 o o
of School 2, 23 K1 4 1 99 (158)

Not Reported 21 21 W 7 3 99 (249)
| Ganma, = 42700

ROPALS 39 2 36 2 a2 100 7""(23‘52)

8fducation of father is clauii‘ied according ta tha oduoational aatagury ayctam
of Hollingshead's Two Fgotor Ind (:i.bid). L |

Doamma computed with 1ndopandont variable trichotmimd into (1) Purtial
college training or more, (2) High school graduates, and (3) Partial high
school or 1sss. The category "Not Reported" imas excluded. The Jdependent

ur.hbh contained levels 16 1, 12, and 11 but with "No Raaponsol" mludod‘




GRAPH 2 PERCENT FXPECTING 70 ATTEND FOUR OR MORE YEARS OF COLLEGE
BY EDUCATION OF FATHER |

21.

Father's Education

Graduate or Profeasional Training T!

Standard Collsge or University Graduation

Partial College Training (includes tech-
nical schools, etc.)

High School Graduates

Partial High School — 1

Junicr High Sehool

Less than Sever. Years of School




TABLE 3 EDUCATIONAL EXPECTATIONS, BY SiM OF
PARENTAL EDUCATIOKAL PRESSURE

(in peroentages)

22,

Edusational Expectations
(in years) ~

Al

11- N.R. Total Sum

Highest Intensity: 7

to

Lowest Intensity

Not Reported

GCamua “‘ml X

&
0
Ly
30
16
10
13

28

A W

21
28

25
29
17
16

7

21

A ST " L B

W e e O e O

101 (619)
100 (313)
100 (721)
100 (354) -
99 (414)
100 (152)
100 (157)
100

39

o

8Gamma with independent varisble dichotomised into High Presswre (intensity =
levels 7, 6, and 5) and Low Pressure (intensity levels 4, 3, 2 and 1) and = -
levels 16, 14, 12, and 11 but with the

with dependent variatle containing
No Responses excluded.
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TABIE 4 EDUCATIONAL EXPECTATIONS, BY SIZE CF FAMILY
" (in percentages)
Educational Expactations
o {inyears)
16+ U 12 11- N.R. Total Swm

9 (3=24)
100  (779)
100  (668)
100 (442)
(287)
(178)
( 96)
( 54)
( 31)

e | w23 26
Two - K1 22 30
Three H 22 35
Four 36 25 36
Pive 29 23 43
six 0 20 46
Seven 23 1 s
Bight 9 2 &7
Nine or more | 26 16 58
‘ | Gomua =~25688

O W0 B N W NN N
O N N H R O e e

S 82 38 3

TOTALS o 39 22 3% 2 1 100 (2852)

8Gauma computed with independent variable dichctamized into (1) Smasl “emily
.sise consisting of 1, 2, and 3 children, (2) Large family size consisting of
4 or more children. The dependent variable contained all levels except the
"No Response" category. B ; S
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'TABLE 5 MARGINAL RELATIONSHIPS OF FOUR INDEPENDENT VARTABLES
ASSOCIATED WITH EDUCATIONAL EXPECTATIONS

.(:Ln porn.o‘ntgg-a)
— —_ e = ==

(A) Socio-Econamic Status and Bducation of Father

Education of l"athar
(in years)

Sooio-Beonamts Status 13+ 12 1 Total No

White Coller 39 23 w0 (s

'Blue Coliar ° 9 35 57 100

| 48
Gamma = ,6229 |

(B) Socio-Econmmic Status end Sum of Pavental Educational Pressure
Parental Bducational Pressure

Soc;queonanj.c: S’cgtpe \ | High B Iaw | Tobal | | N |
‘Wnite Collar 7 29 100 ()
Blue Collar o 52 L 48 1100 1539

(¢) Soeiwz.concmic Status and Sise of Famﬂy

‘_ Sise of Pamily
~ _Socio-Economic Status  Small Mediun Large  Total N
——— o ‘ A ‘ i 1’2’3 h’5’6 ‘ ™ N - I , \\A‘
White Collar 67 29 b W 51233}
Blue Collar % w8 10 1618
: ‘ : G - "'.1883 Lo . :




(D) Pamily Siso and Sum of Pax-ent\l ¥ducational Pruvmro |
Parmtal nluoo.tioml Prauure

Siu of Fanily High = low Mal N

(1,2,3) 66 34 00 gléeag

Modiwm (4,5,6) \\ 54 46 100 873
Large (7,8,9* 39 61 1100 174)

Geamma, =-, 854

(E) Education of Father and Sum of Parental Educatioml Preaauro
Parcntal Educational Pressure

Education of Father PSR Low‘ 'l‘ot 1 N .
(in years) High al v

2 8 3 100 917
- A 100 1050

Gamna = 2816

1B+ 75 25 100 gssa;

(F) Education of Father and Family Size
Size of Fmi]y

Education of Father - N
‘?in roars)‘ | Small Medivn Large Total N

o ‘ -3 4 100
13- - - 59 32 9 100

GMI =, 0546

134 & 32 a“‘ 100 §563)
12 66

" 8Total Nis will vary due to exclusion of non-rupomoo from calculation of
gamma, } | |




TABLE 6

28.

GAMMA MATRIX OF INTERCORRELATIONS AMONG THE FOUR PREDICTOR VARIABLES

Socisl -
Status

Educ. of
Father

Parental Family
Pressurs Size

Bduc. of
Father

Parantal

‘!rtsqurc

| funilyf

Size

“Bducational‘

Expectation

0.623

0.380

“"'00 185

0.502

0.282
*0. 035

- C.427

“0. 285
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TABIE 8 EDIBATIGIAL WATIQB B! SOCIAL STATUS

'TRST PACTORS: XDUCATION OF FATHIR, FAMILY
" SIZE, AND PARENTAL PRESSURE |

(in percentages)

Educntiom.l Expoctatiom |
(nyears) B

Social Status 16+ 1, 12 11~ NR.  Total N |

White Collar &2 12 5 1 200 52]3;
Blue Collar P 26 16 2 3 99

White Uollar s 15 25 2 160 t”;
" Blue Collar 322 25 15 300

Blus Collar 39 30 26 b

White Collar K7 29 18 5 99 {33;
Blus Collar 16 37 4 w0 (19

White Collar 0 1w 13 100 (231)

White Collar % 15 10 100 (u8) -
99 (24)
Blue Collar K2 23 1 - 200 (180)

mtacann | 31 2 k2 4 1 100 ( 85)
Blue Collar 1 2 8 CLoT (103)

White Collar | 50 28 18 9 (7))
Blus Coller 3 0 32 1 9% ()

 Wndte coi:uuig L 9 (=)

q‘ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂt’b“‘“-‘-‘”“‘ﬂ““““-ﬁ“““**“m“‘.
S ' ‘

(ooubimud) b
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TABLE 8 (CONTINUED) EDUCATIONAL EXPECTATIONS ST SOCIAL STATUS

* Bdueational Expectations
~ (3n years)

Social Status

White Collar | | 100{119;
Blus Collar | ' - 100

White Collar 25 3 - } | { ;
Blue Collar U 220 6 1 1 99 (205

White Collar B 26 2 2z 2 100 2&6;
Blus Coller 29 29 37 5 100

White Collar 0 228 5% 02 1 100- ( 40)
Blue Collar g U b 2 100 (192)

White Collar 3 31 3 3 ‘99 {
Blue Collar 3 21 38 A 100

White Coliar | 22 1 s 1 100 (9
Blue Collar 2 2 s w2 9(

White Collar 0

White Collar
Blue Collar
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TABLE 9 EDUCATIONAL EXPECTATIONS BY PARENTAL EDUCATION
TRST FACTORS: SOCIAL STATUS, FAMILY SIZE
AND PARENTAL PRESSURE

(in percentages)

T A A S o g -

ons

A

Educa{timal\ nsl Expe "otati

| . ~ (inyears) L
Parental Bdueation 16+ 1 12 11~ N.R.  Total N

White Collar, Smgll ¥ ,J;ﬂi Pressure

13+ 82 12 5 1 100 5213;
12 0 17 13 - 100 (231,
11~ 52 2€. 18 2 100 {m;
N.R. 3% 3N AN 3 29 (29
White Collar, Small Family, Loy Pressure
13+ 58 15 25 2 100 ( 59)
12 31 2 R 1 100 ( 85)
1w 23 8 63 100 4 48)
N.R. : 2 1 56 11 100 ( 9
Yhite Collar, ¢ Family, High Prossure
15 10 100 (118)
28 18 1 1 99 (72)

ol g

13+

5
51
11 w26 22 2 2 100 ( 46)
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TABIE 9 (CONTTNURD) EDUCATIOMAL EXPECTATIONS BY PARENTAL EDUCATION

et s T I S ” .W : ‘
‘Muostional Expectations
. (in years)

Parental Bducaticn 16+ L 12 1. KR Total N




TABIE 1. EDUCATIONAL EXPECTATIONS BY PAMILY SIZE
TEST PACTORS: SOCIAL STATUS, EDUCATION
OF PATHER, AND PARENTAL PRESSURE

(in percentages)
Educational Expectations

. (in years) |
Pardly Sise 16+ 1k 12 13- N.R.  Total N
¥hite Collar. 13+ Irs., Ifish Preswure
Small . 82 2 5 1 300 izn;
Large 4 15 10 100 (118
Small 58 15 25 2 100 $59;
Large 47 29 18 5 1 99 ( 38
Small 70 17 13 100 izn,;
Large 51 28 18 1l 1 ¥ (R
Wnite Collar. )2 T Low Prossure
Small 31 22 L2 L 1 100 ias;
Large 29 19 52 - 100 52
Swall 52 28 18 2 100 {119;
Large 4B 26 2 2 2 100 ( 46
;. | - Low Pressu
Small 23 g8 6 6 100 ( 48)
Large 10 28 58 3 2 101 ( 40)
Smell 3 1 3 2
Tares X % s 8 {38
White Collar. N.R.. Low Preos
Small 22 1 56 1 100 {»»9;
large 29 29 43 101 14




TABLE 10 (CONTINUED) EDUCATIOMAL EXPECTATIONS BY FAMILY SIZE
Bducational Expectations

| {in years) |

Fanily Sise 166 U 12 11- NR.  Total N
Small 52 26 16 2 3 99 { 61,;
Large 39 26 A 99 ( 23
Small 32 23 15 100 ( 22)
Large 16 .37 L7 100 ( 19)
Snall 47 9 23 1 100 fmo;
large 36 30 32 1 99 ( 96

Blus Coliars 12 Yre.. Low P »

Small 17 22 58 3 100 {m;
Large W 20 & 1 1 99 ( %8
Senll 36 30 33 1 100 (253)
Large 29 29 37 5 | 100 (147)
Small n 21 63 1 1 99 izosg *
Large 4] U, 6 7 2 100 {192
Small 38 21 38 Lo 100 ( 24)
large 17 30 30 13 9 9 ( 23)
Small 12 21 52 12 2 99 ( 4&2)
largs 6 16 n 8 101 ( 51)
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TABLZ 11 EDUCATIONAL EXPECTATIONS BY PARENTAL KDUCATIONAL PESSURE
TEST FACTCRS: SOCIO-BCONGMIC STATUS, EDUCATION OF FATHER,

" AND STZE OF PAMILY
(in percentages)

-

Educational h?ctaum
(in years

fg 12 5 0 ‘1. 100 5213;

75 15 10 »\ 200 {m}

Farental Eduo. Pressure 16t U 12 11- N.R. Total N

15 25 ‘ 1 9 39

47 29 18 6 100




S 37.
TABLE 11 EDUCATIONAL EXPECTATIONS BY PARENTAL EDUCATIONAL PRESSURE

BEducational Expectations
- (in :ur-)

WO. Eduo. Pressure 16 W 12 11.. N.R. Total = N

WMW |
High 52 26 16 2 3 ( 61)
Low x 32 23 | 100 - ( 22)

- * Wmmmm

¥ 39 30 26 K99 23
ngh 16 37 W7 | - 200 §193

' : ~ 29 23 1 100 180)
HI:V@ ‘ 17 22 | 58 3 - 100 {103;




FIGURE-1
 ADOLESCENT EDUCATIONAL EXPECTATIONS: A PROVISIONAL MODEL
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TABIE 22

PERGEM‘ Cl' RBPO!MH'S mmma SPECIFIED INTENSITIES Cl‘ PARENTAL
EDWAT‘I(NAL mmstm, BY ROLLINGSHEAD SOCIAL STATWS \
| AND SYZE C¥ PAMILY

i
Hollingshead® | .cm;onnfty of Parental Prcnurob
Sosial Family® Total N
Status Sise ' High - Moderate  Iow o
sl 0m L u 01 e
I and II Medim 76 T 9 . 100 89
Large ,, M U 9 200 U
Averages 75 u n 102U
O saald P 18 10 100 249
TIT Modlwm 6 19N 00 207
Large 58 25 100 102
Averages 66 20 % . 100 558
. sl & 1719 1200 500
IV Meddwm 55 21 24, 100 546
 Large 45 = 22 33 100 283
Avez.ges 56 20 2 © 100 1329
. Small . %0 26 2, 1o 208
VT Mediww 41 22 37 10 229
Large 35 23 & 100 19
 Averages L2 23 35 100  tes
S sl 6 18 18
All SES | Medim 5 20 2
~ Large 46 ) 32
Averages 57 20 23 =

‘s qtatua has been num.d 1n Tables 12, 13, ‘and 14 with the Hollinsdnad
(1957) Two Factor Index of Social Position. This score combines, in weighted

 fashion, tho ocoupation gnd the educetion of the father, in effect involing a
- control for pnteml educstion. \ -

bHigh Pressure = Father gnd Mother Om-tuntly ar amn Urge. o

 Moderate Pressure = F ccnﬁmtly or Otton Urgu, ‘Mother Scutims or Nmr -

| Urges, or vice verss.’ S
. Low Pressure = Father m Mother Scutima or Rovnr Urge. e /

MFMJ:*I 2ch11dron
‘Mmruily*?noerhﬂdrm S
hrgcrmﬂy Sormcohndrm S

U S T
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TABLE 13 |

PERCENT OF RESPONUENTS REPORTING EDUCATIONAL EXPECTATIONS TO FOUR
OR MORE YEARS OF COLLRGE, BY HOLLINGSHEAD SOCIAL STATUS,
SI1ZK G’ FAMILY, AND PARENTAL EDUCATIONAL mlssumn

Holiungshnd‘ . Intcnsity of pmnm *momb

Social Fanily® | \ | ~ Average N
~ Status = Sise High ‘Moderate ~ Low B o
o Small 36 & & 8 &1/ 81
I and IT “Medium 85 T % &3 %/ 89
Large n o 33 - 50 28/ bl
Averages 83 | 0 - 65 79 169/2lk
B Smell 70 57 23 63 157/2i9
11X Medium 68 55 20 57  119/207
‘Large 61 27 18 L5 L6
 Averages 68 L9 20 58 322/558
| Small 54 27 18 K2 212/500
v © Mediwm 47 27 11 34 186/546
| Large 36 21 8 23 65/283
- Averages I8 25 1 35 4631329
. Small 42 25 10 30 62/208
v Medium 23 22 A 16 36/229
‘large = 25 14 5 b 27/191
Averages 31 21 6 20 125/62'8
- CSmall 59 37 19 o 496/1038
A1l SES Meddwm 53 34 » 39 45/107
IR large 43 20 8 27 166/620
 Averages S5, 31 13 39 2079/2729

aﬂollingw 1ingshead, ?}‘57. .

bysgh Precsure = Fathur Mother Cmatmtly or Often Urge. o
_Moderate Pressura = Fathor conﬂmtly or Ott.on Urgea, Mother Sémt.imoc or Naver .
~ Urges, or vice versa. |
Low Pressure = Father m Kother Smatimw or Nom Urgc. o

°Sm11 Pamily = 1or 2 children. |
l(odim Fmﬂy 3 or 4 ohildron L ' h |
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TABIE 14

| PBRGENT OF RESPONDENI'S m'rm mmnum BIPEG’I’ATIWS
| TO FOUR CR MORE YEARS OF COLLEGE, OCCUPATIONAL
RXPECTATIONS TO MINGR CR MAJOR mmmz.
OR ADMINISTRATIVE POSITIONS, BY INTENSITX -
or PAREHAL PRESSURE AND HULLINGSHEAD 8&‘3

Social® T,ypu of Intonsity of Parental Prouurob \ |
Status ~ Expectation ~ High uodmtn ' Ilow Averages

Educational ' 83 S 65 79

‘Ocoupational 67 : 65 76

79
- Bducational & k9 . 21 58
| ,‘;Occmtiom\ & 51 R AR )
Kducatioml 48 25 12 35
Occupatioml 52 35 22 MK
muoma_zm on a 6 20
Ocoupstional 38 29 10 26

Bduostionl 54 3% 13
 Oocupational s 8 &

£ 5

Averages

) 5Hoﬂingohud, 1957.

"-'High Pressure = Pa.thor m Mother conutuntly or Often Urgo

~Moderate Pressure = Father Constantly or otton Urgce. Hothor Somtimoa or

. Never Urges or vice versa: | o
. I.ow Proamm - Father md uotnor Smtima or Nmr Urgo.

£
it
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